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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to an Amendment filed February 1 , 2008. Claims 1-12 are 
currently pending. Any rejection not set forth below has been overcome by the current Amendment. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on February 1 , 2008 was filed after the 
mailing date of the Non-Final Action on September 28, 2007. The submission is in compliance with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by the 
examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory 

subject matter. The Specification suggests that the inventive means can be implemented as software 

solutions (see specification page 6, lines 21-22). Therefore, the claim can be considered as software per 

se, which does not fall under one of the four statutory categories. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 

the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1,6,7,9,11,12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Erienkoetter et 
al. (US 6,253,254), herein referred to as Erienkoetter. 
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As per claims Erienkoetter discloses a system of addressing a management object in a device 
management system, as claimed, comprising: 

retrieving a content of a predetermined data element from information in the management object 
(see column 6, lines 6-1 1 , describing the retrieval of an object attribute (i.e. predetermined data element) 
from information in the management object), 

coding at least part of the content of said data element using a predetermined coding algorithm 
(see column 5, lines 53-56 and 62-67, describing a coding algorithm using the name of the objects 
attributes (i.e. data element)), 

assigning at least part of the content of said data element, in coded form, as an identifier for the 
management object (see column 5, lines 62-67, column 6, lines 14-19 and 55, describing how at least 
part of the content (i.e. object attribute) is assigned as an identifier for the management object in the form 
of a URL), 

using said identifier to address the management object (see column 6, line 51 , showing the 
identifier used to address the management object). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Erienkoetter as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Applicants Admitted Prior Art, herein referred to as AAPA. 

As per claim 2, Erienkoetter discloses adding said identifier as a new entry in management tree 
maintained in a server device (see column 5, lines 6-9 and 49-56 and column 6, lines 45-64). 
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Although the system disclosed by Erienkoetter shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose a SyncML device management protocol and adding the 
identifier in a client device according to the SyncML device management protocol. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Erienkoetter, as evidenced by AAPA. 

In an analogous art, AAPA discloses the well known use of SyncML device management in order 
to synchronize a server and client device (see AAPA specification page 1 , lines 19-23). 

Given the teaching of AAPA, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Erienkoetter by employing the SyncML device 
management protocol, such as disclosed by AAPA, in order to provide the client device with chances to 
update data and allow the client device to select items it wants to update (see AAPA specification page 1 , 
lines 29-35). 

As per claim 3, Erienkoetter in view of AAPA further disclose wherein at least part of the content 

of said data element is coded in the server device using the predetermined coding algorithm (see column 
8, lines 43-48), said new entry is added to the management tree in the server device (see column 5, lines 
53-57), 

the information of at least one management object is sent to the client device (see above 
discussion regarding AAPA using SyncML to synchronize the server and client device), at least part of the 
content of the data element included in the received information of the management object is coded in the 
client device using the same predetermined coding algorithm as in the server device (i.e. the object and 
attribute values and path are at least partly the same for the server and client once they are 
synchronized), and 

said new entry is added to the management tree of the client device (see AAPA specification 
page 2, lines 2-7, where after synchronization, the new entry will be added to the management tree of the 
client device). 
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5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Erienkoetter as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Rabii et al. (US 2002/0032691), here referred to as Rabii. 

Although the system disclosed by Erienkoetter shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose that the coding algorithm is a hash algorithm. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Erienkoetter, as evidenced by Rabii. 

In an analogous art, Rabii discloses a way to rename a hierarchical object identifier such as a 
URL by hashing the identifier into at least two binary numbers (see paragraph 13). 

Given the teaching of Rabii, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Erienkoetter by employing a hash algorithm, 
such as disclosed by Rabii, in order to allow object lookups in a predictable, fixed amount of time. 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Erienkoetter as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of WAP Provisioning Content (submitted with Applicants IDS filed 
September 19, 2003). 

Although the system disclosed by Erienkoetter shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose adding a management object including WAP protocol 
provisioning settings for a Bootstrap process. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Erienkoetter, as evidenced by WAP Provisioning Content. 

In an analogous art, WAP Provisioning Content discloses provisioning settings for a Bootstrap 
process (see page 30, 4.6.8 Parameters For BOOTSTRAP characteristics). At the time of the invention, 
a person having ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the method of claim 1 could be used 
to add a management object in any environment that may require easily addressable management 
objects such as including WAP protocol provisioning settings for a Bootstrap process. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed February 1 , 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A) Applicant contends that Erienkoetter does not teach coding at least part of the content of 
a predetermined data element of a management object using a predetermined coding algorithm. 

In considering A), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The claim merely requires coding 
at least part of the content of the data element. In this case, the content is considered the name 
of the object and the coding algorithm is considered organizing the object into a directed tree with 
leaves and nodes (see column 5, lines 52-56) so that the object can be easily retrieved so that 
management operations can be performed on the objects (see column 5, lines 48-51). If there 
was no predetermined algorithm to code the object into the directed tree, the object would not be 
organized as a directed tree. Furthermore, the specification notes that the algorithm can be any 
algorithm and that the identifier of the new management object is added to a tree (see 
specification paragraphs 26 and 27). 

B) Applicant contends that Erienkoetter does not show assigning at least part of the content 
of the data element in coded form as an identifier for the management object. 

In considering B), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Given that Erienkoetter shows 
coding the data element in a directed tree with nodes and leaves to perform management 
operations such as getting an attribute or setting an attribute of the data element where the 
attributes are leaves of the tree, the Examiner believes that the limitation is met of assigning at 
least part of the content (i.e. name of the object) in coded form (i.e. tree structure) as an identifier 
of the managed object (i.e. tree allows management operations to be performed on management 
object implying that the object is identified). 
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Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tlie extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to PHILIP J. CHEA whose telephone number is (571 )272-3951 . The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-F 6:30-4:00 (1st Friday Off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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